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Foreword 

, Our ihriM^t for excellenbe in e<^ucatfon 
begins with the identification and develop- . 
ment* to the fullest extent possible; of the ' 
, intellectual and creative resources on which 
we jill depend. In doing so/ we must look 
Carefully at the aspirations and capabilities of 
each child; And ^ a part of this effort, we 
must do all in our power' to help the g[ifted 
and talented child reach his or her greatest 
potential. Th&t is the goal of the statewfde 
'program for gifted and talented children (the 
GATE Program). 

I support the GATE Program's efforts to 
sen'e our gifted and talented ct|ildreni who ^ 
will one day have an irifluence on our state 
and nation far beyond their numbers. I am 
plea^d that this program emphasizes such 
things as the more advanced skills <of 
compi^hension and analysis. In so doing, the 
teachers of the gifted* arid. talented are making 
use of some of our most powerful ^ 
educationSl tools. I am also pleased that the 
gAte Program calls for the participation of 
economically disadvantaged children as well 
as children of different cultural backgrounds. 
As a result of these jeffoi^S; I would expect to 
find an incrpased number of ouV graduates 
who are equipped to manage aniSriead our . 
country in the decades ahead. As was 
pointed out in the first chapter of Education 
of 'Gifted and Ta/e^ed Pupits: 

By providing for gifted children and>youth in 
(he schools. California's citizens, legislatorsi^ and 
educators demonstrate thdlr concern for giving 
^young people the opportunities they need to 
develop their own capabilities and talents. These 
opportunities conttibute to the fulfillnxent of 
individuals as responsible, creative human 
beings; to the strt>ngthening of our democratic ,* 
society; and to the impmvement pf our way of 
life. " * 
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Gifted and Talented 
Education (GitTE) 

Introduction 

In the 1983-84 Sscal year, 441 Califomifk 
school* districts received additional fiitate 
funding to meet the educational neSeds of gifted 
and talented pupils in kindei^garten and gracles 
one through 'twelve. These districts include^ in 
their programs for the gifted and talented both 
underachievers and achievers, the ' 
disadvantaged and the advantaged, and pupils , 
representing a Variety of cultural and linguistic 
backgrounds. Pupils are screened and 
identified; on an equal of/^rtunity basis, as 
being gifted or talented in one oi^ mo^e of six 
categories: intellectual, creative, academic, 
leadership, high achievement, and visual and 
perfornnirfg arts. Once identified, pupils are 
considered ^r placement in^ range of 
program options. ^ . 

School districts eligible for supplemental 
state funding for GATE programs are those 
districts th^t conducted state-approved 
mentally gifted minor programs in 1978-79 
'iEducatipn Code Section 52204) or were^ 
selected by the State Board of Education as 
replacement districts lEducation Code Section 
52211); GATE educators in these districts are , 
. encouraged tg jnnovat ^n program design, cost 
levels, nnd Identiticatioh procedures. (Several 
formulas are used to ^equalize funding among 
school jdistrictQ J Program expansion in areas of 
leadership and in the visual and pet:fonning 
arts challenges local program coordinators to 
tormulate valid and reliable mearfs of^^ 
identi^ng both demonstrated and potential 
talent. It is hoped that the evaluation data and 
recommendations that result will have a' ' 
positive"^ effect on the status bf the statewide 
GATE prograiji aftehl986. (The sunset clause 
affecting the program is contained in Education 
c;ade*Section 52^14.) 

Rationale ^[ ' 

Cfifted and talented education is consistent 
with basic principles of American education. 
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which seeks full development of each 
Individual's capabilities ^The future of our \- 
coyntry depends on«the values, paMfems of . 
beha^^iof, analytical and problenri-aAlving skills, , 
ci-eativity, and leadership fostered In ^lighly 
able children and yoaths. Needs-based and 
ability-based education of theigifjfed and 
talented nourishes an importantfsource of 
solutigns to horrendous econor«ic, social, 
political, and military problems. In addition, it 
upholds such basic principles as equal 
opportunity,^ self-re^zatioft,,and freedom. 

Goals . ^ 

" Two goals of gifted and talented eflucation 



• To enable gifted and talented children To 

* become wh^t they can and should become , 

• To Enable the State of Californiti and the 

• United States to becohie what they can 
^ \ and should beoc^me * ' ^ 

Related to these generic 'intenti^ are the goals * 
and tasks qf: * * ' . 

> 1. Documenting tlje need for ^nd signifi- 
' cant results from upiquely^pprdpriate 
. leai'ning experiences ' ^ \ 

2. rUsing^a number of valid ways by which t9 
identify thq gifted and talented 

3. Increasing the' involvement of underserved 
groups 

.4. Helping underachievers achieve lit a level 
commensurate with theiu abilities 

■ 5. Inyproving the ability of teachers to * 
cultivate in students, the higher 
intellectual, creative, and academic skills 
as well as leaHfershfp, high achievement, 
■•nd accomplishment in the visual and 
performing arts 

6. Providing needs-based and appropriately 
differentiated leading opportunities and 
curricula fdr children with very high 
potential 6r demonstrated abilities ' 

7. Experimenting with, new ways of offering 
programs aipd with various" cost levels,. 

8. Involving 'parents iti planning, and f 
isvaluating programs , » 
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Legislative Intent | 

The goals of gifted and talefkted education 
and the nx^re^^pecific objectiv<;s for imple-** 
n^enting the goal^ must comply With legislative 
intent*^! Educaf ion Code*Section 5220(J), That is, 
GATE programs are^expedted to: 

• Improve the quality of existing pro-ams . 
for gifted and talented pupHs. ^ 

• Ensure full participation of econfoqnically 
disadvantaged *pupNs as \velL as pupils 
from different cultural backgrounds. 

• Encourage experimentation with a variety 
of programs and cdst levels; 

• Provide for thejderxtification of gifted and 
talented pupils by individual school ^ 
districts in a variety ^of ways, p^'ovided the 
qualit}' of programs fbi||pdividual pupils Js 
not diminished {Education Code Section 
^2200). 

The Legislature also expects educators to 
consider six elements vyhen desiring pro-' 
^ams and implementing program options 
suitable for developing ^jnique, highly intel- * 
lectual, creative, academiCi leadership/ "fichieve- 
menti and visual and performing arts abilities. 
Elements' to be addressed, and also reported 
in evaluation/efifbrtainclude: 

1. Differentia|ed opportunities'fbr learning 
commensurate with the particulai' abilities 

' and talents of gifted and talented 
individuals 

2. Alternative learning environments in 
which gifted and talented individuals can . 
acquire skills and underatanding at. ^ ^ 
advanced ideolpgical and creative levels 
commensurate with their pdtentiaL^ 

3. Elements that help develop sensitivity and 
responsibility toward qthers ^ 

4. Elements that help develop a commitment 
to constructive ethical standards ^ 

5. Elements that enable the gifted and tal**\ 
ented to develop self-generating problem- 

' solving abilities to exparid each pupil's 
< awAreness of choices for satis^ng 
contributions in his or her environment 

6. Elements that help develop realistic, ^ 
healthy self-conoepts 
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standards 

Quality programming is evident when edu- 
cator^ (1) specify 'goals; (2) write cleap objec- 
V tiyes; (3) estalilish high standards; (4) se|ect 
s children who can reasonably be expected t() 

acquire advanced intellectual and creative si(flls 
^ and knowledge; (15) involve parents; (6)^provifIe 
alternative learning cihvironments; ^7) provide 
^instruction based on the unique learning needs 
of the gifted ^nd talented; and (8) evaluate 
results. All of these items must be spelled out 
in a written plan and in an application thdt the 
California State Board of Education in 
([:alifomia must approve before school*distri6ts ' 
, receive GATE funding, ^ * - 

Successful coordinators of f)rograivs tor the 
* gifted and talented are accustomed to: 

• Use a needs-based approach to program 
planning ahd pJupH placement, incor- 
porating elements specified in Education 
Cod^ Section S2200(c). - ' 

0 Search for and identify underserved pupils 
from economic£||ly disadvantaged and from' 
varying culturlU and linguistic back- ' 
grounds. » 

• Establish identification procedures that 
elicit evidence of excellence'far beyond 
chronological peers and show which 
pupils require special services and 
programs. 

Other #jBquii:pments for quality pfxjgramming 
includef . • 

1. Unique opportunities for high-achieving 
and underachieving gifted and talentbd 
pupils 

2. An academic compmient and, where 
t^ppropriate, instruction in basic skills 

* 3. Participation of: 

a. Highly gifted pupils—those in the 
upper range of intellectual ability 

b. Pupils fironri econoitUo^illy disadvan- 
taged and varying^tuiitural and 

/ ' ' linguistic backgrounds 

'4. Maintenance or improvement of the 

' quality of existing programs 
5. Experimentation (where possible) with ' 
different pmgrammatic approaches a^d ^ 

1 cost levels * 
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6. Opportunities for all identi^ed pupils to 
participate In programs irt kindergarten 
and grades one throuf^h twelve 



PrphiUdoiis > 

^tate law contains certfiiin prohibitions 
relate4 to {11 the amount olf timeoiupils 
spend in GAtE programs; (2) edu^onal 
trips; and (^1 Expenditure of supplemental 
state liinds foi\ GATE programs. 

\ . » 

Time \ ^ 

* Section 52206 c^f tbe Education Code 
prohibits distriqtsNfrom varying the 200-minute 
per week minimunl reqitirement fof pupil^ . 
participation in GATE programs unless * > 
waivers have been grated by the State Boarijl 
of Education. No waivei^s for this purpose 
werp^ grailted for i983-8^K . / 

Trip*. 

Most educators know the Wlucational value 
of trips designed for specialized learning by 
children haying an array of nedds. Science 
centers^ computer centersi oceariographic 
institutes^ museumsi business enteipriseSi 
Industrial corporations And visualXand 
pefTorming arts centen^ are just a w/^ of the 
locations for ofT-campu s learning/ Hcnveven ^ 
abuses in the past have caused legislators to 
prohibit thfe use of California GATE fu^ids'lBr 
this purpo4lMunless a waiver is obtained 
from the Superintendent of Public \ ^ 
Instruction)^ ' ^ ' 

This prohibition had caused sqme school 
districts to rethink and redesign programs \ 
that in the past may have relied too heavily 
on outside stimulation to keep the gifted ' \ 
happy and quiet andi in some ins^rancesi \ 
tolerant oT pedestrian leartiing. Wh at the \ 
students really wanted to do was to explore \ 
new areas of thought, use their minds in ^\ 
ways they had never* done before, invents \ 
achieve; 9nd feel comfoilable about 
themselves and theii.^ far-ranging thoughW 

Thus, the prohibition may result in greater 
use of creiitive program-planning capabilities, 
needs-based teaching in the school and 
ftjndamentally more? sound curriculur)fl- 
\ ' Continued on page S. 
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GomponeiAts of the GATE Program 



A. Identificatior^ Categories (Education 
Code Section 52202) 

B. Program Options (Education Code 
sections (52200 [a] and 52206) 

C. Elements (Education Code Section 
52200 [cj) 
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OTHER APPROACHES 
(consistent with regulations of 
tho Stat* Board of Education) 

POSTSICONDARY OPPORTUNITIES 




SERVICES TO PUPILS FROM 
VARYING CULTURAL BACKG ROUNDS^ 

SERVICES TO 
UNDERACHIEVING PUPILS 

SERVICES TO ECONOMICALLY 
DISADVANTAGED PUPILS-^ 



ACCElEtA TIO^j 



iNDEPENDENI STUDY 



CLUSTER GROUPINC 



ENRICHMENT ACTIVITIES 



kRT TIME GROUPING 



SPECIAL DAY CLASS 
, (mjnirn/um school doy) 



INTELLECTUAL 




CREATIVE 




SPECIFIC ACADEMIC 


LEADERSHIP 


HIGH ACHIEVEMENT 


VJSUAL 


AND PERFORMING ARTS 


OTHER 


(approved by State Boord) 
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learning optionH. It might also encourage 
creation of more responsive environments in 
classes and schools. (See the state guidelines 
for additional information on criteria for 
allowing transportation expenses and field 
trip waivers. M * 

Money 

VVhat is the rigi>! amount of money for 
expenses for ditferentiating learning for gifted 
and talented pupils? Data from a state 
three-year (1957—1960) study postulated- a 
figure of $250 per pupil.2 However, the 
program has been funded at a much 'lower 
U>\ 9l (averaging about $90 per pupil in 
1983-84). Except for those districts serving 50 ^ 
or fewer GATE pupils, districts receive GATE 
fimding based on thie total average daily 
attendance of the school district. ^ 

Identlilcadon 

Pertinent data« carefully developed and 
oiiganized, are needed aS evidence of a 
pupil's capacity for excellenbe beyond that of 
his or her chronological peers. Districts are 
encouraged to use a variety of approaches in 
identifying gifted and talented children in the* 
six categories as |png as the quality of 
existing programs for individual pupils is not 
diminished. (Overemphasis on high achieve- 
nrent programs could diminish the quality of 
GATE programs.) 

Identification procedures are described in 
school district written plans that are a part of 
state-approved applications for program 
approval and funding. These procedures must 
conform to pnnciples est£(blished in the 
California Administrative Code, Title 5, Edu- 
cation, Section 3820(a)— -If). 



Hluideluws fot Implementing Education Code Sections 
.52200 522/4, Effective June 30, mo (Revised edllion). 
• Prtiparfid by Glftnd'^nd Talenled Education (GATE), Office 
of Special Projecls. Consolidated Programt Division. 
Satrarnonlo: California ^ia\G Departmenl of Education, 
15)81. 

^Education Prngramn for (lifted Pupils. A report to the 
CalifoiTiia Legislature prepared pursuant to Sei:tion 2 of 
Chapter 2385. Statutes of 1957. by the California State 
Department of Education, Sacramehto: California State 
, Depaiiment of Education. 1961. 
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DitttrictB describe hmv rhey Uiil (1) ensure 
^ua|i opportunity for screening; (2) examine a 
p^piVb range of capabilities; <3) identi^" those 
pupils whose extraordinaiy capabilities 
require special services and programs; (4) docu- 
ment pupil eligibility; (5) review eligibility 
of identified transfer pupils; (6) ensure 
participation of economically disadvantaged 
.pupilsr and (7) ensure participation of 
pupils firom vaiying cultural backgrounds. 

The range of da^a must he broad enough 
to reveal gif^ and talents across cultural, eco- 
nomic, and linguistic groups. When neededr 
persons with particular cultural understanding 
and/or linguistic competencies should be 
available and should assist in the screening 
and identification of GATE pupils. 

. Innovative Progk*ainming 

Educators have been given a green light— 
an opportunity to use their creativity in 
developing and implementing innovative 
(1) identification nfodels (without diminishing 

' the quality of existing programs); (2) cur* 
riculum artd instructional procedures; 
(3r criteria for identi^ng and developing 
leadership and visual and performing arts 
• potential; and (4) evaluation systems ttiat give 
hard and convincing data for continued state 
ftinding of GATE programs- 
Pupils may be identified in^'one or tnore of 
the identification categories. Programming ' 

* based on identification data, available pro- 
gram options, and the irjcorporation of 
certain elements (see the chart on pages 6—7) 
must contain an academic component and< if 
^ ^needed, provide instruction in basic skills. 
The^art is intended to help the reader see 
multidimensional aspects and opportunities 
fdl' developing progianis for gifted and 
talented pupils. ^ 

Adminifttradon 

Especially during a time of fiscal restraint 
care should be taken not to jeopardize the 
approval and consequently the funding of 
GATE programs by a'ppointing ill-prepared 
persons to dii'ect program activities. 
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Education node? Section 52212 requires^ , i 
djistrictK with GATE pK)gram8 to designate a 
person with responsibility for: 

• ProgTjlm development and « 
implementation • 

• Identification procedures^ ^ ' 
f Fiscal managertient 

• Collection of audi table records for ^n 
independent evaluation , 

GATE coordinatbrs are responsible for 
(1) preparing applications for approval of alatk 
programs by the State Department of ^ 
Education and for state funding; (2) selectm^ 
teachers who have bnn trained and are T 
skilled in providing instqMCtion based *on tnd 
unique learning needs of the gifted and 
talented; (3) involving parents in planning 
and evi^luation; and (4) monitoring pupil 
participation. 

The GATE coordinators ma^ well become . 
participants in a new statewide thrust for 
excellence in education that m^y include 
modifications of the total curricula: In 
addition, the new effort may hielp ensure that 
GATE pupils acquire advanced critical 
thinking and creative skills, extraordinai)^' 
leadership skills, and exceptional performing 
arts skills. All of these sur^ in addition to the 
acquisition of advanced academic 
* achievement skids. ^ ^ 

Decentralization of the administration of 
GATE, programs may emphasize programming 
based on the specific needs of^the children 
in each school attendance area. However, 
little yn^ be accomplished if site ' ^ ^ 

administrators lack experience and expertise. ^ 

Allowable Ckists 

Expenditures state funds for GATE 
programs should comply with the principles 
and regulations governing the use of sucL 
funds and with the criteria that appear in the 
Guidelines for Implementing Education Code 
Sections SZZOOSZ^U. 

The Guidelines (page 5) identify allowable f 
costs ds those that: 

• Are incun*<^d solely to provide state-opproved 
progiams for gifted and talented pupils 

• Are readily JdentiPable in the district's 
account records 
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• Would not have occurred If the state-approved 
program for gifted and talented pupils had* 
not been initiated 

• Are most promising in ensuring the 
development oY the extraordinaijj^apabillues 
of gifted and ttxiented pupils ^^^^^-^ 

To a significant degree, expenditures should 
provide opportunities for learning based on 
the unique needs of gifted and talented 
children. The expenditures should be made 
for personnel/ supplies, and equipment not 
usually providi&d td schools or classrooms. If 
children otlliB|^, than GATE pupils benefit from 
these expenditures* the state funds should be 
prorated*. The supplies and equipment 
provided should be instructiqnal in nature 
and should not be items normally used in an 
office. An exception to this restriction would 
be the purchase of computers, provided 
substantial cost savings axp docufnented. 

Transportation services/may be a legitimate 
cost if provided fo or fipom recognized 
educational institutions that offer regularly 
scheduled cl'^sses and programs.. Field tiips, 
on the other ^handi are prohibited in all but a 
few exceptional instances and then only if 
approved by the Superintendent of Public 
Instruction. 

This brief description contains only a few 
examples of authorized expenditures. More 
detailed infonnation is available in the 
Guidelines, * ' 

Evaluation 

An evaluation of a program for the gifted 
and talented should show: 

• Gains children have made through the 
GATE program 

• Changes pioneered through the mentally 
gifted minor fMGM) and GATE programs 
that affect total educational programs 

• Improved competencies of teachers 

• Impact on community life and home 
environment 

• Operational an i administrative efficiency 
and effectivenefvd 

r 

Procedures should be selected or designed 
to show the degree of progi^ss toward objec- 
tives that contain (1) measurable or observ- 
able expectancies; 12) reasonable but relevant 
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cliuWa: and 13) limitini^ or facilitating conditions, 
Kvaluation eftbrtH should Umd to systematic 
Improvement of GATE programs. 

Pupil evaluation should t)^ based*on the 
needs that individual gifted and talented 
<L)hildren have because they are gifted and 
talented. In addition, separate evaluation 
r efforts might focus on class, school, program, 
and teacher expedtancies. To be apted, ce^, 
tainly, is the legislative requiqpment of parent 
' participation not only in planning but also in 
evaluating the effectiveness of GATE programs. 

Evaluation should measure changes in the 
main component* of programs (see the chart 
ofi pages 6—7)^ It should also show what has 
been accomplished because of the program,^ 
/' 'To get at this factjjpj, one must .determine ' 
what*gifted and talented pupils would have 
accomplished if there had been no GATE 
Program. Evaluation should compare the 
present and past and contribute to improving 
the future. 

Evaluation' procedures are described in the 
^ written plan that is a part of the district's 

application for program approval and ftjnding. 
The procedures assess pupil progress, iden- 
tification, program options, curriculum, staff v 
development, administration, cost effective- 
ness, parent involvement, and other appro- • 
^ priate aspects of the program, . 

Parental Support 

Parents have made a difference in (1) politi- 
cal support and the survival of programs; 
(2) legislatively required involvement in pro- 
gram planning and evaluation; (3) the quality 
of identification, instruction, cuniCulum 
construction, and program development; and . ^ 
(4) the lives of children. 

In the process some parents have acquired 
new insight into their ovyn intellectual and 
cit^ative capabilities and have found ways of 
becoming more effective human beings. 

Parents have developed a statewide advisory 
Vounril that iR a part of the California State 
Association for the (Jifted. Names, addresses, 
and telephone numbers of regional repre- ♦ . 
sentatives are avallaole from the GATE unit. 
State Department of Education. 
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Qjuestioiift itbout die 
S^te Program tor 
GilM and Talented 
Pupik 

1. What i9 the GATE Program? It is a 
state-fiinded calegoHcal aid program that 
[Provides gifted and talented childref^with 
appropriate learning opportunities 
bas^d on* their unique needs and 

^extraordinary potential 

2. Wha, benefits from the GATE Program? 
^ a: Approximately 200,000 public schoo! 

children irf Idndei^arten and grades 
one Jlhrough'tweh^ 
b. TeacMsrs whq acquird teaching strate- 
gies to develop intelUgencei creativity^* 
acudemic ability^ high achievement 
extraordinary leadership^ and visual 
^{ftid perfomiing arts ability 
c/ School district personnel responsible 
for upgrading expectancies and 
accomplishments of the total edUca- 
^ tional program 
* d. The Stdte of California 

3. How are GATE participants selected? " ^ 

a. By a committee that looks at all 
available evidence of extraordinary 
potential in the six identification 
categories (see page 6) 

b. By multiple criteria 

4. What constitutes an appropriate program 
for GATE participants? 

a. A locally designed program with 
identification, program development, 
teacher selection, staff development, ^ 
funding, and evaluation procedures 
that contribute significantly to meeting 
the difiierentiated learning needs of 
gifted ana talented public school 
pupils in kindergarten and grades one 
through twelve 

b. A program that meets standards ^ 
established in Education Code sections 
52200—52214; in the California Admin^ 
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istrative Code, Title 5, Education, 
\ ' sections 3800—3870; and In the 

Guidelines for Implementing Education 
Code Sections 52200— 52214. 

HoW do we knew whethfJr ^ program has 
been sttccessfLil? We laiow BX)m the 
results of ^ 
^. Questioning of the participants 

b. Comparison of the accomplishments of 
icipating and 'nonparticipating 

. c. §tate Department of Education on-sit^ 
' ' :review8^^d the use of a self- Jl^ 

assessmqnt process ^ / 

. . d. Evaluation efforts conducted l^^' 
parer)^ 

^ ' ^6; What special characteristics areiheeded 
^jj^ GATE teachers? . 
Commitment to fUU desrelopment of 
44/ ' h^ipan beings 
h! Genuine love of learning 
* cf. Humor and the ability to relate * * ^ 
/ • : d; rtesourceftilness 

: e. Eneigizing, mobilizing, and 
transformation capabilities 
£ Knowledge about and skill in meeting 
unique apd advaQ(;ed needs of gifted 
and talented students 
g. Demonstrated advanced competence 4n 
one or more of the identification 
cat^ories . ^ 
h; Abilt^ to smy taxonomies of knowl- 
edge> skills, and obiect^ves; research 
findings; and new ideks 

7. How are GATE programs funded? 

a * State— $18.5 million for 1984-85> based 
on severaf func^ng formulas 
^ 6/ Local— varies but is often a key foctor 

in 'program quality arid acceptance 

c. Private sources (e.g, business gifts of 
executive and other employee tima 
computers/ and other equipment) 

1^ d. Federal— Chapter 1 block ^ant funds 

8. What can parents do to aid GATE pupils, 
teacher8> and programs? 

a. Learn how to help preschool gifted 
^ and talented children to discriminate 
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* ^visual auditoryi and tactile stimuli and 
to solve/s^ple problems. 

b. Help school district personnel plan 
and evaluate GATE' programs. . 

c. Provide^ services to teachers> adminis- 
trators gifted and falent^d pupilS; * 
schools^ tfnd school districts. 

d. Become more capably creative prob- 
lem solvers; critical thinkers; inventors; 
and change agents. , ■ ^ * * 

9. tlo all school disMctsr have GATf. . ^ 
programs? . ^ 

No. GATE is a permissive' rather than a 
mandated pro^art for 441 of the 1,^34 
school districts of Caliibrhia. The 441 ^ 
districts do; howpver have more than 
80 percent of the public school popu* 
lation of California. Education Code > 
sections 52204 and 52211 have the ; ' 
effect of* prohibiting the expansion of' 
the GATE program bcryond the state- 
wide a.d.a. base established in 1979-80. . 

10. Who administers the program? 

a. The superintendent of school^ of a ^ 
school district or county does so; or, 

as in most instances; a designee; 
Usually a consultant or coordinator 
administers the program. 

b. Education Code Section 52212 requires 
that the program coordinator be 

, responsible for: 

(1) ^gram development and imple- 
inentation 

(2) Identification procedures 

(3) Fiscal management 

(4) Collection of auditable records for 
the independent evaluation of the. 
GATE program 

11. What does the State.Department t^f 
Educatior> do to help districts and\ 
counties in planiting implementing; Vnd 
evaluating programs? \ 

a. Develops and disseminates guideline^ 

b. Provides in-service education for * ^ \ 
' teachers and administratoi^ 

c. Assists school district personnel in 
0 planning fully defensible GATE 

programs 
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d Facilitates legislatively defiiud roles of 
parents in program plannin|^nd 
^ evaluation ^ 
e. Conducts on-site, program assistance , 
reviews %v ^ \ ^ 

f Encourages *tHe production of innova- . 
tive means of identilF^ng .gifted and 
talented children and for conducting 
- uniquely appropriate programs. for 
\them 

g. Responds to requests for information 
from legislatorei parents, ard other 
persons 

* * * . 

12. Is the GATE program 4bout to terminate?' 

a. Efforts on the part of parents and 
others have helped le^slators see the ' 
importance of the GATE 'program and . 
of the inadvttability of termina||ing4t. 

b. Independent evaluation. data 'to date « 
indicate that GATE daises *'ty^ the 
best of what the educational system ' 
can bd and the best* c^f what bright^ 
youngs creative minds can^roduce/'^ 
The GATE'expdritt»ce in developing^ 
creativity, critical^akkig, and Jii^er 
intellectual skills is needed as a basis 
for improvement of curriculum and 

J instruction and for tr&nsforming public 
education. ^ ; , ^ 

c. The program has a sunset date of 
1987. Hawever that dqes n9t rheah 
that the program will be tenpinated. 

13. Wliere does one go to get additiondv / 
information about the GATE Program? 

a. GATE Team, California Stat6 Depart- 
ment of Education^ 721 Capitol idall 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

b. Persons listed in the Directory of 
o Gifted and Talented Education in 

California 

c. Program coordinators in neighboring 
school distripts 

d. California Association for the Gifted 

e. Regional associations ol GATE 
coordinators and parents 



^Second Annual Heport of the EvaluaUdn of the Gifted 
and Talented Education Program. RMC Report UR-494. 
Prepared by Chri^ttnr T Wood and David Fottenman. Mt. 
View, CaMf : RMC Corporation. 1982, p. 113. 
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Additioniil ifiif dnoadon 

This brochure prosenlHiighlight^ and key 
features of the California (^fted *and Talented ^ 
Education Program. As puch it is a federal 
description and guide. For more detailed \ ' 
iififormation the reader is ^directed to: \ 
Guidelines for Implementing Education Code 
Sections 52200-^52214, Effective June, 1980 ' 
{Sacramento: California State Department of 
Education); EducafWn Code sections 52200— 
52214;* Ca/i/omia Administrative Code, Title S, 
Education, sections 3800--38870:^m£imorandi 
of the .GAI E unit, California State Department 
of Edudation; and directdrs of district and 
county, programs fop gifted anci talepted 
pupils. . . ^ 

ittm»tri|M 

Sound fllmstrips on gifted and talented 
education issued by the (!!alifomia State 
Department of Education are listed as follows: 

Mare Than One Way to Skin an Apple, 10 min. 
Presents creative problem solving in eveiyday 
classroom ictivities. 

Parents Can Make a Difference. Oflfers infbrwla- 
tion on the role of parents in gifted and Hal- 
ented education. ^ 

Putting It All Together. Discusses the use of 
classroom materials and concepts based on 
J. P. Guilford's structure of intellect model. 

The ftlmstrips are available for loan from 
officeS^ of county superintendents of schoojp|! 
from schooj districts v^ih more than 150 - 
gifted and talented pupils, an^ fronrl Media 
Services/ Califoi^a State Department of 
Education, 721 Capitol Mall Sacramento, 
CA 95814. 



PubUcadcMs 

p-Pi^blicationfi on gilted and talented educa- 
Ii6n issued by the California State Department 
of Education are listed as follows: 

Title and date of publication Price 

Arts for thd Gifted and Talented, 

Grades ^—6 (1981) '^275 
Curriculum Guide for Teaching 

Gifted Children Science* 

Grades 3 (1977) 1.00 
Curriculum Guide for Teaching . 

Gifted Children Science, 

Grades 4—6 (1977) 1.00 
. Curriculum Guide for Teaching 
^ Gifted Children Social Sciences, 

Grades 1— 3U977) 1.00 
Curriculum Guide for^tfaching 

Gifted Children Social Sciences, < 

Grades 4— e (1977) ■ 1.00 

Education of Gifted and Talented 

Pupils \l979) ' 2.50 ' 

Literatur^and Story Wi'fting: 

A Guimlkfo^ Teaching Gifted and 

Talented Children ia the Ele- 
mentary and Middle Schools 

(1981) 2.75 
Teaching Gifted Children 

Literature, Grades 4—6 (1978) 1.00 
Teaching Gifted Students 

Literature, Grades 7—9 (19.78) 1.00 
Teaching Gifted Students 

Literature and Languages, 

Grades 9—12 (1978) 1,00 
Teaching Gifted Children Music, 

Grades 1—6 (1978) 1.00 
Teaching Gifted Studmts Social 

Scienaes, Grades 7 -9 (1977) v^l.OO ^ 



Orders should be directed to: 

. , Xalifomia State Department of Education 
^ P.O. Box 271 

Sacramento, CA 9^1802 

Remittance or purchase order must accom- 
pany your order. Purchase orders without 
checks are accepted only firom gojgsirnment 
fagencies in California. Sales tax should be 
j added to all orders from California 
purchasers. 
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